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UNITED STATES ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTION AGENCY
REGION I

JOHN F. KENNEDY FEDERAL BUILDING
BOSTON, MASSACHUSETTS 02203-0001

December 10, 1996

Mr. Philip Otis
U.S. Department of the Navy
Northern Division -NAVFAC
10 Industrial Highway
Code 1811IPO - Mail Stop 82
Lester, PA 19113-2090

Re: Comments on the Draft Fact Sheets for the Proposed Remedial Action Plan (pRAP) for Sites
6, 10 & 11 at the former Naval Construction Battalion Center, RI

Dear Mr. Otis:

Pursuant to § 7.6 of the NCBC Federal Facility Agreement (FFA) the Environmental Protection
Agency (EPA) has reviewed the above referenced documents.

In Figure 2 the Navy has outlined Site 10 boundaries with the inclusion of the raage berm, does
the Navy propose to change the boundaries to include the berm in this site? It has always been
EPA's understanding that Site 10 only includes the three disposal areas behind ~he berm.

These fact sheets are full ofvery dry faCtual information. While we agree all of this information
needs to be presented it may help increase the community participation at this site if the fact
sheets are more alive. I have enclose some more eye catching examples from our Community
Relations Office. We would be happy to work with the Navy to develop a more reader friendly
fact sheet. Please contact me at (617) 573-5736 to discuss these issues.

Sincer9Y,

~~~
Remedial Project Manager
Federal Facilities Superfund Section

Enclosures

cc: Richard Gottlieb, RIDEM
Walter Davis, CSO
Bob DiBiccaro, EPA
Sarah White, EPA 00328

ro RecycledIRecyclabll
f).- -n Prlnled wllh SoylCanolB Ink on paper lhB1
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Mr. Kevin Palaia collects sediment samples at the shoreline of Lake
Cochichuate for risk assessment activities (see article on page 2).

Plans for Work at Former Gym Site

Technical
Assistance Grant

Awarded

The Lakewood Association, an
incorporated group of U.S. Army
Soldier Systems Command
(SSCOM) neighbors, has been
awarded a Technical Assistance
Grant (TAG) from the U.S.
Environmental Protection Agency
(EPA).

This $50,000 grant provides
funding to the local group to hire an
independent advisor to assist in
better understanding the technical
reports and results from the
environmental work. It ensures the
community an objective opinion
about the procedures arid studies
taking place, as well as guidance
and advice in the cleanup process.

"The EPA recognizes that it's
important for the community to
have an independent source of
information," said Dr. Charles
Czeisler, president of the Lakewood
Association.

Dr. Czeisler has been attending
Restoration Advisory Board (RAB)
meetings as an observer. At its
September 11 meeting, he was
named as a member of the RAB.
He will continue to represent the
concerns of the Lakewood
Association.

A Work Plan outlining the field
investigation for the 1.6-acre
former Proposed Gymnasium Site
and the inactive SSCOM Water
Supply Well Site is currently being
developed. The study area for the
gymnasium site is a filled-in marsh
that was used in the 1970s as a
helicopter landing area and as a
testing area for bladders (synthetic
rubber containers used to hold
fluids). In the 1980s, this site was
chosen for SSCOM's new
gymnasium. However,
construction was halted when
petroleum-type odors were
encountered during initial
construction work.

The field investigation will focus
on assessing the conditions in soil

and underground water at each
location. Soil, surface water, and
sediment samples will be collected
for analysis. Monitoring wells
will also be installed to assess the
underground water. A human
health and ecological risk
assessment will be completed at
each site (see article on page 2).

The Work Plan should be finalized
by. the end of 1996. ABB
Environmental Services, Inc.
(ABB) has been assigned by the
Army to ~onduct this work. Based
in Portland, Maine, with an office
in Wakefield, Massachusetts, ABB
has conducted similar
investigations at Fort Devens,
Sudbury Annex, and other military
installations in the Northeast.

o Printed on recycled paper (15% post-consumer waste fiber, 35% pre-consumer waste fiber.)
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Risk Assessments Now Being Conducted

The Four Steps of Risk Assessment

Risk Characterization
What is the

•

. . likelihood that the

exposcd population
will experience the
adverse effect?

(Continued on page 3)

How much of a chemical
might the population be
exposed to (the estimated
daily dose)? Through
which pathways?

When conducting a human health
risk assessment, a list of chemicals
of concern is developed to address
the greatest potential risks. They
are selected or excluded on the
basis of the following:

• A concentration/toxicity value
that is found by multiplying
maximum detected
concentrations by published
toxicity values

• Whether they are essential
human nutrients at the
concentrations detected (for
example, iron, magnesium, and
potassium)

Whether they are naturally
occurring metals in soils
detected at or below levels
found in background samples
(see related article on page 5)

.----L:.....--~------, ~~--------,
Toxicity Assesment Exposure Assessment

How much ofa t& ~
particularchcmical I--~ ~
could cause an
adverse health effect'!

Drinking or touching
underground water from
beneath the Warehouse Area or •
breathing its vapors while
showering during potential
future household or industrial
uses (note: this water is not
being used for these or any
other purposes).

•

Hazard Identification

~
What chemicals are

there and in what
concentrations?

•

pathways for people could include
the following:

• Touching, accidentally
swallowing, or breathing
windblown surface soil while
playing on the ballfield

• Touching or accidentally
swallowing subsurface soil or
breathing windblown
subsurface soil during potential
future construction activities

Touching or accidentally
swallowing lake water and/or
sediments while at the lake

In the future, the Army will also
complete human health and
ecological risk assessments for the
former Proposed Gymnasium Site
and the inactive SSCOM Water
Well Supply Site (see article on
page 1).

Scientists use risk
assessments to
evaluate a site's
potential adverse
effects on human
health and the
environment.
They use a range
of scenarios to
calculate potential risk to people,
animals, and plants.

During the human health risk
assessment, human exposure
pathways for site solvents are
studied. Exposure pathways are
ways in which people could come
in contact with a potential health
hazard. Potential exposure

In the coming
month, the Army

~ will be assessing
the human health
and ecological

, risks posed by
the dissolved

~ solvents found
at the Warehouse Area. To prepare
these assessments, the Army will
rely on the vast amounts of data that
have been collected during the
Phase I and Phase II Remedial
Investigations. These risk
assessments will address surface
soil, subsurface soil, underground
water, and lake water and
sediments.
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Comparing Warehouse Area Data to Background Levels

Surface water samples were collected from Lake Cochituate to
determine background levels.

When cleaning up an investigated
site such as the Warehouse Area, it
may be unrealistic, expensive, or
impossible to completely remove
all chemicals - especially those
that occur naturally. Therefore,
site remediation may focus on
restoring a site so that the soil and
water quality is similar to
unaffected areas. These
"background levels" are
determined by collecting and
testing samples from locations
outside of the area of concern, but
close enough to represent typical
unaffected conditions.

At any given site, certain naturally
occurring compounds such as iron
or manganese may be found at
elevated concentrations. Some
compounds may exist at elevated
concentrations due to specific
historical activities at a site. For
example, it is not unusual to find
high concentrations of lead in
surface soil surrounding buildings
in which lead-based paint was
used. Lead concentrations may
also be high near heavily traveled
roads because of the previous use
of leaded gasoline in cars.

Similarly, if a site was used for
agriculture, or if a site was sprayed
for mosquitoes, elevated
concentrations of pesticides could
remain in the soil. Polynuclear
aromatic hydrocarbons (PAHs)
occur naturally in asphalt and fossil
fuels such as coal and oil, as well
as in the environment as a result of
plant synthesis. They can be
released into the environment
through naturally occurring

petroleum seeps or by activities
such as asphalt paving, asphalt
roofing, and fuel spills. Human
activities such as burning coal and
wood, and forest or agricultural
fires also release PAHs into the
environment.

During Phase II of the Remedial
Investigation, background
locations were selected on Lake
Cochituate and in the
neighborhoods surrounding
SSCOM. Samples were collected
to compare with the data from the
Warehouse Area. Lake floor
features and the type of vegetation

Step Tests
Conducted
In September 1996, stepped-rate
aquifer tests (or step tests) were
conducted at two wells in the
Warehouse Area to gather
information to refine the design of
the Treatability Study. The step test
is used to confirm that the pump rates
proposed in the Treatability

found at the Warehouse Area storm
water outfan were examined.
Then, areas with similar
characteristics elsewhere in the
lake, and beyond the influence of
this outfall, were chosen for
sediment and surface water
background sampling. Soil
background locations were selected
in areas similar to the Warehouse
Area - baseball fields and streets
near SSCOM. The raw data were
presented for discussion at the
June 27, 1996 RAB meeting. The
data are currently undergoing
evaluation by the Army.

Study are appropriate. The
underground water treatment system
design may be adjusted based on the
conclusions of the step test. Results
from two wells tested show that one
of the wells, MW-90B-4, is a more
likely candidate for use in the
Treatability Study. MW-90B-4,
located in the Warehouse Area, is a
more productive well and draws
water from a much wider area than
the other tested well.
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Answers to Your Questions
What target dates have been
established for full-scale
treatment to begin?

Robert McLarnon, Natick

The Treatability Study, expected to
start next spring, marks the
beginning of our cleanup effort.
With the information from this
study and previous investigations
about the underground water
beneath the Warehouse Area,
treatment alternatives will be
evaluated. Target dates cannot be
set until alternatives are analyzed,
budgetary constraints are
considered, and opportunities for
comments on the selected
alternative have been provided to
local, state, and federal regulators
and the public.

If possible, please show maps of
plumes with direction of travel.

Bernard Saulnier, Natick

Maps of the plumes are available in
the Phase I Remedial Investigation
(RI) reports located in the
Information Repositories (see page
3). It has been determined that the
underground water beneath the
Warehouse Area flows to the
northwest through several types of
soil. The various types of soil
control the speed and extent of
solvent migration. Results from
monitoring wells have shown no
significant movement of the
affected underground water. Data
continue to suggest that these
substances remain close to the
Warehouse Area (see information
repositories for data).

At what level is PCEITCE
(tetrachloroethene/trichloroethene)
considered hazardous to health?

Jim Carrick, Natick

When levels of these solvents test
above the Safe Drinking Water Act
standard of 5.0 parts per billion
(ppb) they are considered
hazardous to one's health.
However, it is important to
remember that although the
concentrations of these solvents are
above the safe drinking water
standards in the Warehouse Area,
that water is a resource that is not
used as drinking water. The town
of Natick monitors the quality of
the drinking water to ensure that
the water delivered to Natick
homes is safe.

Would stopping the source of
contamination allow the ground
to somewhat clean itself? I hope
we use good sense on the cleanup
and don't break the bank.

H. Barbieri, Natick

The source of contamination has
yet to be discovered despite a
highly extensive underground water
investigation program. Based upon
the data collected to date, we
believe that the source is no longer
active and that what we are
studying is residual. Allowing the
ground water to slowly clean itself
is one remedial option that will be
considered before the final remedy
is selected. That option is called
natural attenuation where, over
time, microbes that live in the soil
break down the solvents into stable

compounds such as carbon dioxide
and water.

Our goal is to find the best and
most efficient method of cleanup,
document this in the Record of
Decision (ROD), prepare the
Remedial Design (a description of
the technical specifications for the
cleanup), and begin the Remedial
Action (the actual cleanup) as soon
as the regulatory requirements are
met.

Mr. John J. McHugh, an environmental
engineer, is SSCOM's Project Officer for
Environmental Restoration. He is happy
to answer your questions.

"Answers to Your Questions" is a
regular feature of the SSCOM
Environmental Report.
Questions are selected from
inquiries sent by newsletter reply
cards (included with each issue),
telephone calls, electronic mail,
facsimiles, and letters sent to us
from community residents. (See
"How to Contact Us" on page 3.)

Keep Your Questions
Coming!

It is our goal to keep the public
informed. We appreciate and

encourage your questions,
comments, and suggestions.
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How to Contact Us

Treatability Study Update(Risk Assessments continuedfrom page 2)

• Whether they occur at a much
greater concentration in quality
control samples

• Frequency of detection

• Comparison to regulatory
agencies' standards for drinking
water and surface water

Risk
assessments do
have some
limitations and
uncertainties.
They depend on
the accuracy of
the data

collected, and the accuracy and
availability of published toxicity
information for both humans and
the environment. Risk assessments
also depend on assumptions about
how exposure might happen, how
diseases are caused, and how people
and organisms behave. They do not
address how combinations of
chemicals may increase or decrease
health or ecological risks.

Risk assessments may also make
incorrect assumptions about current
or future land use. However, these
uncertainties are accounted for
using conservative assumptions that
are likely to protect the most
sensitive human or ecological
populations.

Visit the
~Y:'

Inforin.ation
Rep,is.itories
The reR~siJc)l-it~sareopento the
public.il!1eIi:c0ntain major reports and
documerttsielated to the cleanup.

In an effort to respond to community
concerns and cooperate with the
request of local residents, a change
to the Treatability Study has been
proposed by SSCOM. The purpose
of the Treatability Study is to
evaluate how well the selected
treatment technologies will contain
and remove the solvents from the
underground water beneath the
Warehouse Area.

The Lakewood Association
requested that the outfall pipe for the
treatment system be changed from
the Warehouse outfall to SSCOM's
main outfall. With approval from the
EPA and the Massachusetts
Department of Environmental

SSCOM
Susan Aninger (508) 233-5340
[saninger®natick-emh2.army.mil]

John McHugh (508) 233-5550
[jmchugh@natick-emh2.army.mil]
facsimile: (508)-233-5393

Massachusetts Deptartment of
Environmental Protection
Robert Campbell (617) 932- 7709
[rcampbel_dep_nero@state.ma.us]
facsimile: (617) 932-7615

Morse Institute
(Reference Section)
17 W. Central St.,Natick
(508) 651-7300

Natick BQard,ofHealth
Town Hall, 13C~rtf;~lst.,Natick
(508) 651-7244
Ask for Roger Wade

Protection (MADEP), this change is
being made in the design.

One or more extraction wells will be
used to pump the affected
underground water from below the
Warehouse Area. This water is then
purified by air stripping and carbon
adsorption equipment. After passing
through the treatment system, the
water is sampled to ensure that the
solvents were successfully removed.

SSCOM has recently awarded the
contract for construction of a
building to house the Treatability
Study equipment. Completion of the
building and installation of the
equipment is anticipated for early
spring 1997.

U.S.Army Environmental Center
Dean Hutchins (410) 671-1630
[dwhutchi@aec1.apgea.army.mil]
facsimile: (410) 671-1635

EPA
Jerry Keefe (617) 223-5532
[keefe.jerome@epamail.epa.gov]
facsimile: (617) 573-9662

Technical Assistance Grants
Mike McGagh (617) 223-5534

Massa(!hus~Us'

EnvironItf~flt~
Northeasn~~g{ .
Site Manag~J11.~nf

10 Commerce Way
Woburn,MA 01801
(617) 932-7600
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New RAB Member Needed

A vacancy exists on the Restoration Advisory Board from the
Natick School System. Any resident school official, teacher, or
parent interested in serving on the RAB should contact Susan
Aninger at 233-5340.

Upcoming RAB meetings are scheduled for 7:00 p.m. on
November 19, 1996 and January 9,1997.

These upcoming meetings will be held in the Officers' Club at
SSCOM. All RAB meetings are open to the public, and
interested community members are invited to attend.

SSCOM

Environmental Report
Environmental, Safety, and Health Office
Building 4, Room D-Oll
U.S. Army Soldier Systems Command
Kansas Street
Natick, MA 01760-5049

Inside This Issue:

Technical Assistance Grant Page 1

Plansfor Former Gym Site Page 1

Risk Assessments Page 2

Treatability Study Update Page 3

Answers to Your Questions Page 4

Background Levels Page 5

Well Survev Results In
Between July 1995 and May 1996,
residents living near SSCOM were
surveyed to determine if they have
any private supply wells on their
property. Of the 620 surveys
delivered, 333 responses were
°received. Only five respondents
reported having wells on their
property; none of these wells are
currently in use. See full report in
Information Repositories (page 3).
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A· Quart~rly Elnv{ronm~ntal Newsl¢tter

, .. ' ", .'
" Numb.er.5,.Winte~·1996r.
, . "-

. ~.. . . 'i., ~ _

relocate drums or debri~ previously. identified.
with met~~ detecting d~\ijces;.: . .. ':': ~ . .

dive and inspect.areas;

. .,~"

stage drums 'anddebris Qnsit'e;and:

.• characteri~e'and,app'ropnateIY dfspose of"
items offsite.' . -- . ....

- , , 'r.' ,"- ," " ,--' .,'~,

.. During Jhe .diving. andinspectiqnpo'rtion. <?f,' the
y.'ork, if items we.re. suspected, to '~ontain hazardous
or toxic riuiterials, .Iocations·:would· be flagged and
the. ·materiais:- 'removed later:after apprqRriate
measLiresand pl~ms could be made. .•.. . ~ .. ','. '.... :'..

RemOyaj Acfioli/'o~e~the ~ummer the Army
addressed appropriate' actions: at Mirror. Lake with'

.,.. . the Restoration Advisory Board (~B), '-The~RAB
..voiced ·coneems to 'the:Army, abO'ut .Ie'a·vi.ng drums'
a~d debri.sat the'-bot!9mcf ,Mir:f~t Lake. .W~rkiilg

. together. with . th~., RAB, the' Army' plaflned. and
- imple'mented 'aremovar action on ar:t3cc'ele'rated
schedule~' so .work.could' ,be: .fomph~ted~l?efore
winter. . The-; removal action" consiste'dof_the

..following.steps:,....· ,', . ~ .....

V Drum Removal from Mirror Lake

Mirror" L'ake~'
. " -. . ~

C·l Drum .Reindval·and. '

.C~~Ii~t.qj is D011e1

ReSults: ,Field 'work" was started.' in. early
Noyember 19~5' and was'-com'pleted by the end of

r""---:------,--------;-.,.-........-----:-----:--------:---:--:'----:"7";---:-.7'-:-=--:-:~rr: ' the 'month. ;' In the' northeast '
cove 21 drums or portions of

.drums were removed. 'Drums
were si9flificantly deteriorated
and: were empty: ,In 'the main
portion .,of the·, lake . an
additional 26' 'drums' were
removed along with debrisCJnd

--miscellaneous items. k slight
. oily residue' vtasob~erVedin CJ' .
.' few'drums: An' engine"'block, ,

fence posts; radiator; .and trash
cans Were I examples' of' the

. debris' ren1"oved. "N6' sighifi·, '
. 'ca'nt '. soUrce' 'of 'contamination '
,was identified" hi 'addition, no

-- 'ordri~m·ce. was' found in the
·'Iake.. 'A" closure report is due

:. :ijJ Fe~ruary 1996. : .
• J

r

S'ackground: TheJake is'located in the southeastern portion'
of the Main Post and ~sed -for swimming .and re~reational ,
f~shing-:-yvwll-era,gre·nades. were discovered. in the lake.during :' .
a low wateqjeriod and removed in the 1960s. Six drums'were
removed in 1990 and fish and sediment samples also. collected.
Sampling ,showed no significant cOfltarnination.,' A: records'
review was conducted in'1993 a!? part .of the Site' Irwestigation
(Slk In the Fall 1~94, a 'thbro~gh s!Jrv~y of. the' lake was

. performed with metal detecting· devices ~and- video cameras. .
More,than 40 drums were ,identified ,but appeared to be empty.

. In addition, several ordnance 'items were identified in shallow
. water area§. : All .ordnance was removed and p~Qperly disposed. \

of for safety reas'<ms. Sample's of surface water and sediments.
'were also collected and showed no significant cont~mination.

.' I _ • •

, 'As i/e have mentioned in previous newslette~, the Army has
investigated and 'initiated cleanup actions at. Study 'Area' 17,

. .- Mfrror LLake, over the ..last few y~ars, l:he latest action, drum
and debris removal from ·the ,lake bottom, was'Completed in ' .

'.. 'Nov,ember1995 wit~ 'a qlo.sure reportdue in February 1996. ,
- . . . \ ~ .

\) I.

I·
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Answering Your~Questio.!ls'
, , I

Over the last year we have receiv,ed several questions
, and comments from you about the environmental

r , 'cleanup activities at Fort Devens. We have addressed'
many of your questions through Environmental Upaate,
'fact sheetS": and montl)ly Restoration Advisory -Board
(RAB) meetings: The blue, reply cards that you 'have "
~ent b~ck to us have' been a valuable 'source of
information about what' yqu want to J<now. ,We wan,t to '
continue to hear from you.' Call Jim Chambers, the
BRAe ~Envi(onmental Coordinator, at (508) 796-3114,
ext. 311 or atie!ld a monthly RAB meeting.

-,

,;., ,

How does a FeasibilihJ Study ge,~-d01le?, .?

Wluit is a Feasibility Study? - /
. . - - I -

.» The Superfund'program, which is guiding the cleanup,
at ~ Fort Devens, emphasizes permanent cleanup
technologiesJhat reduce contaminant toxicity, mobility, or
volume rather' than technologies aimed solely at :
preventing exposure to 'contaminants: 'Cleanup objectives'
Jue d~v~lop'ed that identify contaminants, media of interest .­
(e.g:, 'g"roun'dwafEir:soi'l; seaiment)~aria'exp~surE;-paThWays~"~"~
(how the contaminants :may impact: humans, 'or the

'environment), Response ,actio-ns are developed fo-r each
affected media, - so one set .of 'alternatives may be
examined for g~oundwater cle~nup at" a site,'and anothe'r
set of alternati"es may-be ex~mined for soil cleanup.

, "

» Potential cleanup methods are identified for each
,affeCted media at the site. These responses ,usually I.

include actions ~uch~' as 'containment, excavation,',
-extraction" treatment, and/or disposal. ,A "No Action"

.. I alternative is always included in the evaluation,

» ' For eac,h affected'medium, a-n estimate'of the volume
or areas for cleanup is determined. 'This step helps'­
engin'eers evaiuate-how long each technology will. take to

, F,easibility
A D'etailed'EngU;eering" Ani

I After,all the, field work and preliminary investigations have
been completed at'a site, 'it is time to look ,at gll the data'
that has been cOlle'cted and determine how each area
should be cleaned 'up. The Feasibility StUdy"is one of :the,
final steps in Jhe cleanup process. Usually it is conducted'
concurrently -With, the Remedial Invesfigafi_on (see our last
issue, for' ,more information about this step). The
Feasibility Study identifies cleanup objed!veS, and

, 'develops, screens, and evall.jates potential cle'anup'
technologies. Each identified cleanup action and' -
techn<?logy is compared'against a specific set of evaluatio'n ,
criteria to determine which method would be the best one

, , for site cleanup.' - ' .
.;:, , "

'Q: 80w is, water qualihJ b~itig. -protected
during tIle redevelopment ofFort Dl!vens? ,
As part,.of (lJe Reuse Planning Process; a Water
Res,ources Protection Report was prepared for the
Massachusetts Government. Land Bank' and the
surr,oundihgcommunities'. The report develops a
-comprehensive management framework that protects
ground and surface 'waters while allo~Thg' active
redevelopment of Fort Devens. This report, issued in
November '1994' is ,a -gOO'd sou,rceof information on the
'ar,eas' w~ter resources, geology' and hydrOlogy, existing

, water, supplies and proteGtiori measures, currently in "
place. The report explores.' additional 'protective
measures' and future' water supply development. In­
addition, - the Water Resources Protection. 'Plan' ',is

" , \
included to ensure the 'protection of our vital surface and

-groundwater resources . .in the area. ,Protective
provisions pfthe plan have be.en incqrP0rated into the'
zoning bylaws. Inquiries. about the report may', be
directed to the Devens Commerce Center, formerly, the
Reuse Center, at (508) 772-6340.

Q: Can public meetings be held to learn mo~,

about the statns of base'cleanup?
Yes! 'Public meetings are held every month through,
fort Devens' Res~oration Advisory Board," On the first
Thursday of each month at 6:00; pm,'the RAB meets on
the fort at. the BRAC Environmental Offi~ on Buena
Vista Avenue, BuildingP-12. RAB meeting agendas are
determined by the RAB ,Co-Chairs, Jim Chambers and
Bill Marshall with input from J~AB members. Usually,:
the' RAB discusses current activities, issues" and
upcoming or planned environmental 'actions. _There is
always an, 'open 'q,uestion and answer session at each
RAB meeting. Therefore, the RAB is your best way of .

~ k~eping up with 'base,cleanup activi~ies. '

In addition, public hearings are held before, the BRAC
Cleanup Team 'selects and 'implements'a cleanup action
at~a specifi.c site. niese hearings allow your ~oice to be
heard and all,public comments received are addressed
prior to making final cleanup decisions. These hearings,
held towards, the el).d' of the cl~anup process, are, not

------ - usually well attended by the gene-ral public, probably for
a number of different reasons: To keep up-tci~date on

, .ou~act.ivities and/ to "be part of the environmental ,.­
cleanup af Fort pevens as.it 'happens, RAB meetings
'are your best bet! ' ' -

-'
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Q: WlUlt is tlte status of ~lte e11l!irolliilelltal- "
/ - illvestigatiolls 'at Moore-Airfieid? " , " ,

- "There are four sites b~ing evaluated at the former, Moore
" Airfi,eld. They are: Study Area (SA).' 3D, Drum Storage
- Area; SA 31, Fire Fighting Training Are,a; -SA 47" Byjlding

3816, leaking Underground Storage'Tank; and Aoe 50,
I WWII Fuel Points. .

. 1'-
',At SAs' 30, 31, and 47, significant contamination' has not
been found. No Further A"9tion"(NFA) decisio,n, documents , ,
have been signed for sAs 31 (January 1995) and 47 (June

-, 1994),.ahd approval-of a NF.A decision is pending at SA 3D,
Aoe 50 'requires further evaluation and cleanup. Soil and

.,,-: ,grolJlldwater are contaminated with petroleum products from
unde~grolirid storage tanks and teyachloroethane .from past
parachute cleaning ,op~rations in the area. Work, at the site,
has progre!5sed ,in, phases. ' ,As part of Phase I, -three

,undergrouhd storage tanks were' removed In january 1993.
Phase II' i'ncludes the /on~oing' r~moval ,action' fof'
tetrachloroethane in the soil. A soil, vapor- extraction system
was'installed-,in'early 1994 'to remove air and ,contaminants
from the soil.' Thjs treatment process is ongoing and is done
'~in place'" without ~ disturbing the soil. A - Remedial
Investigation (RI) is.the next step and' planning activities are
underway.' The RI 'and ,FS ~eports are expected in late' ,
summer 1996. / '

-.

State approval 'aQd community, acceptance are two
"additional 'criteria that are evaluated for ea'ch alternative.
PU,blic< input pl~ys an impdrtar:Jt role in selecting a cleaDup
alternative. ' 'Public comments- received' ....on ,a draft
Feasibi'lity Stuoy are incorPorated into tile final version.' ' '

"I I " ~ .' \ . , .

.'

Studies ,
lysis, of Cle~nupOpt;ions'

. I' ,....- •

• overall protection, of human health and the environment
• reducing toxicity, 'm'ob~lity; or volume of contaminants
• co":,pliance' with applicable hlws and regulations
~ long-term effectiveness and'permanence -
• short-term effectivenesS, '
• implementability' ,
• cost

, -
" ~ • ' '',' • ,( I • ".» Technologically-feasipl¢ cleanup alternatives are then-

e.valuate<! against t~e'following seven criteria:

iniplem~nt and' how much it 'will· cost.' This eliminates,
. t~chnicclllY unfeasi~le altema,tives:' ,

The Feasibility Study provides the basis for seleetinga'
preferred cleanup alternative, which is described in a
ProP9sed Plan., This document is also available' for
pUb/ic,comments_and mUSt'be .:i"pproved by both Stat~ and
F.ederal regulators before 'cleanup can begin. Aftera
public ,comment p~riod (typically ,30 days), the Proposed j

, Plan is accepted or revised based o.h comments received. '
, The final cleanup decision is then documented in' a Record
~of Decisi'o,n, known as a'Rdp. In this process the public
,can comment ,twice on cleanup alternatives at 'a 'site; once
on the F~asibi-'ity $tu<:!y and once on the Proposed Plan.
All 'public comments'are addressed in the Responsiveness
Summary-that is part of the ROD. The Fort Devens' RAB
is an important, forum for discussing cleanup alternatives
with. the public and f~¢ilitates,you.r participation in ~ our
en,vironmental decisio.n-making process. 'Get involved
and a,ttend one,of our monthly RA~ meetings.

Environmental Cleanup; step by step, Deiailed:engineeri~g ,
analysis is cond~ctf!d'duringthe Feasibility StUdy /'
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Fo~More}nformatton .~.I

, -( ,

_~ ,Contact Jim Chambers-
: /. BRAG Env'ironmental Coordinator I

508'"796-:3114, extension 311, or

~,

Hazen Memorial Library
\ ,- . .'

6 Lancaster Road 0 -.

Shirley, 'MA
508-'425-2620 ,

, HarVard Public ~ibrary ,
o Fairbank Street

Harvard, MA
508-456-4i 14

D.ocumen~s relating ,to 'the
-environmental 0 cle'anup and - ,
restoration program - .at Fort . ' .'
Devens ....are available for public
review at convenie.nt locations.

. . . ' ~'. '
The Davis Library at'Fort Devens recent!y closed. By
" appointment, environmental-documents may be

reviewed at the BRAe E,nvironmental Office.

Information repositories have been 'established at:
'. " . ".' -. .'

Lancaster Public Library
Main Street
Lancaster, ,MA
5087368-8928

" ,

Ayer Puqlic Library
26 E. Main Street

, "Ayer, MA
508-772-2257 '

. -- : --~

508~772-3306 '
617':259~9500

, , 508-772-2044

Bill Marshall
, Heidi Roddis
Rev. Phil Goff

contact'a community~emberof the Restoratio~.'
Adyisory Board: '

'. RAB meetings are held on the r~t~
..:. ' Thursday of each month. :

Contact the BRAC Environmental
Office for specific information..

. . .........', ,
If you, have 'any questions or commen~s about the
environmental' restoration' activities at .Fort Devens,'

,please let us know! , . , '

BRAc' Environmental "Coordinator '
~,S. ArmV - Fort Devens
AFZD-BEC', Box 1 0

. Fort Devens, MA_01433'

, .
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